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Elmwood Elementary School

840 S. Cardinal Ave e Stockton, California 95215
(209) 933-7180 Ext. 4501 Fax {(209) 465-1042
www.elmwoodschool.net

I I \.+
b

Stockton Unified School District

Caltrans District 10
975 East Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd
Stockton, CA 95205

On behalf of all staff and students at Elmwood Elementary School, we would like to
indicate our support for the Safe Routes to School Project proposed by SJC
department of Public Works.

Elmwood Elementary School’s environment consists of limited sidewalks and streets

without stop signs, and crosswalks. The area surrounding our community has a

noticeable amount of traffic which poses a concern and some difficulty for our : .
students to and from school. .

Benefits of Project:
e Increase student safety of students walking/riding bicycles
o Decrease traffic
e Contribute to student health, encouragement to decrease student obesity

Thank you for your consideration of this project.

Sincerely,

SHn<

John D. Semillo ot
Principal

Elmwood Elementary
840 S. Cardinal Street
Stockton, CA 95215
Phone: 933-7180

Fax: 465-1042

g






State of California—Transportation Agency EDMUND G. BROWN Jr., Governor

DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL
Stockton Area

3330 N. Ad Art Road

Stockton, CA 95215

(209) 943-8666

(800) 735-2929 (TT/TDD)

(800) 735-2922 (Voice)

May 22, 2015

File: 265.11871.15087.CalT

Caltrans District 10
976 East Martin Luther King, Jr. Blvd.
Stockton, CA 95205

To Whom it May Concern:

The California Highway Patrol (CHP), Stockton Area, supports Caltrans’ proposal to provide for
increased student safety through the Safe Routes to School Project. Through this initiative,
Caltrans hopes to increase study safety through the construction of curbs, gutters, sidewalks, a
drainage system, and street reconstruction surrounding ElImwood Elementary Schaol.
Currently, there is no curb, gutter, or sidewalk on Ardelle Avenue, upon which Elmwood
Elementary School is located; thereby resulting in elementary school children unsafely walking
within the roadway in order to obtain access to and from school.

This project, when completed, will decrease traffic in the immediate area of the elementary
school, will decrease the immediate hazard of children walking and biking in the roadway, and
allow for a safer manner in which children and their parents commute to and from school.

The grant funds available through the Alternative Transportation Program (ATP) would ensure
Caltrans’ efforts to provide the highest level of safety for the community through the construction
of commuter-friendly school zones are met.

Thank you for your consideration and for your anticipated support of this worthwhile project.

W“‘M_

B. KOENIG, Captain
Commander
Stockton Area

Safety, Service, and Security An Internationally Accredited Agency
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Figure ES.2

Policy and Supportive Strategies

Policy: Enhance the Environment for Existing and Future Generations and Conserve Energy

Strategy #1: Encourage Efficient Development Patterns that Maintain Agricultural Viability and Natural
Resources

Strategy #2: Enhance the Connection between Land Use and Transportation Choices through Projects
Supporting Energy and Water Efficiency

Strategy #3: Improve Air Quality by Reducing Transportation-Related Emissions
Policy: Maximize Mobility and Accessibility

Strategy #4: Improve Regional Transportation System Efficiency

Strategy #5: Optimize Public Transportation System to Provide Efficient and Convenient Access for
Users at All Income Levels

Strategy #6: Facilitate Transit-Oriented Development to Maximize Existing Transit Investments

Strategy #7: Provide Transportation Improvements to Facilitate Non-Motorized Travel

Strategy #8: Improve Major Transportation Corridors to Minimize Impacts on Rural Roads

Policy: Increase Safety and Security
Strategy #9: Facilitate Projects that Reduce the Number of and Severity of Traffic Incidents
Strategy #10:  Encourage and Support Projects that Increase Safety and Security

Strategy #11:  Improve Communication and Coordination between Agencies and Public for Emergency
Preparedness

Policy: Preserve the Efficiency of the Existing Transportation System

Strategy #12:  Optimize Existing Transportation System Capacity through Available and/or Innovative
Strategies

Strategy #13:  Support the Continued Maintenance and Preservation of the Existing Transportation
System

Strategy #14:  Encourage System Efficiency with Transportation Improvements that Facilitate an
Improved Jobs/Housing Balance

Strategy #15:  Improve Transportation Options Linking Residents to Employment Centers within and
out of the County

Policy: Support Economic Vitality
Strategy #16:  Improve Freight Access to Key Strategic Economic Centers

Strategy #17:  Promote Safe and Efficient Strategies to Improve the Movement of Goods by Water, Air,
Rail, and Truck

Strategy #18:  Support Transportation Improvements that Improve Economic Competitiveness and/or
Revitalization of Commercial Corridors and Strategic Economic Centers

ES-5
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Policy and Supportive Strategies

Policy: Promote Interagency Coordination and Public Participation for Transportation Decision-
Making and Planning Efforts

Strategy #19:  Provide Equitable Access to Transportation Planning
Strategy #20:  Engage the Public Early, Clearly, and Continuously

Strategy #21:  Use a Variety of Methods to Engage the Public, Encouraging Representation from Diverse
Income and Ethnic Backgrounds

Policy: Maximize Cost-Effectiveness

Strategy #22:  Support the Use of State and Federal Grants to Supplement Local Funding and Pursue
Discretionary Grant Funding Opportunities from Outside the Region

Strategy #23:  Support Projects that Maximize Cost Effectiveness
Strategy #24:  Maximize Funding of Existing Transportation Options
Policy: Improve the Quality of Life for Residents

Strategy #25:  Encourage Transportation Investments that Support a Greater Mix of Housing Options at
All Income Levels

Strategy #26:  Improve the Connection Between Land Use and Transportation

Strategy #27:  Enhance Public Health through Active Transportation Projects

ES-6
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Some features of the financial plan are:

e Provides $3.52 billion to transit including bus and
passenger rail. This represents a 28.1 percent
increase in transit funding over the 2011 RTP.

e Reduces investment in roadway capacity
expansion by $3.27 billion, a 26.3 percent
decrease from the 2011 RTP which directly
translates into major reductions in vehicle
emissions.

e Over $7 billion of the $11 billion in RTP/SCS
investments are for state highway and regional
roadway maintenance and expansion.

e Provides investments in active transportation
that fosters walking and biking. The total
investment in active transportation
infrastructure provides for over 822 miles of new
Class 1, 2, and 3 bicycle lanes throughout San
Joaquin County. An additional 6 percent of the

funds are identified for active transportation
non-infrastructure investments. These projects
include education, encouragement, and
enforcement programs in support of walking and
bicycling as well as planning and transit
integration projects.

e The revenues established for community
enhancements within the Plan are based upon a
target to fund 75 percent (45 miles) of the
roadway frontages adjacent to the infill
“opportunity areas” identified in the 2012 SJICOG
Regional Smart Growth and Transit-Oriented
Development Plan and a cost per mile average of
current streetscape projects.

e Invests $282 million in active transportation
and community enhancements, a 78 percent
increase from the 2011 RTP.

Plan Performance

Some key performance results of the Plan are

summarized in Figures ES.4 and ES.5.

ES-8 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN/SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES STRATEGY



ripperda

Highlight



ripperda

Highlight



ripperda

Highlight





Figure ES.4 /‘ﬂ\'\*"

ValleyVisions

Praple. Choloes. Commenity.

Sustainable Communities Strategy

Transportation Investments by Mode
(years 2014-2040)

29.9%: Roadway
\/ Capacity

32.1%:
Transit

2.6%: 35.4%: .
Active Roadwa?r Operations
Transportation & Maintenance

Reduced Greenhouse Gases

-24.4% by 2020 @) -23.7% by 2035

from 2005 baseline

Enhanding the Maximizing Mobility & Accessibility
Environment - Expansion of Bus Rapid Transit

+ Increased bus service frequency

+ Altamont Corridor Express service fo

- 10,707 fewer acres of Prime Farmland Developed

Ripon and Modesto
« Average residential household energy use decreases 45% + New ACE Lathrop and Tracy alignment
- 193 gallons of water per household saved every day . Decrease in congested travel time

Preserving Efficiency of Transportation System  Supporting EconomicVitality

« 24% of all Households and 39% of all Jobs will be in .
a High Quality Transit Area by 2040 ST
= Carpool lanes on 1-5 and | -205 eqqivdmt]ohs created by RTP
» Crosstown Freeway extension to Port of Stockton projects annually
= Infrastructure improvements
streamline goods movement

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY ES-9





Figure ES.5

ValleyVisions

Sustainable Communities Strategy

Active Transportation Investments
(years 2014-2040)

41%:
Community N

Enhancements 53%:
Active Transportation
Infrastructure
6%:

QOutreach, Education,
& Enforcement

45,000 fewer 858 more
0 X valktrps
trips dail trips S
pecally A qiy OIO
Increasing Safety & Security Expanding Active Transportation
« Near term and long term bicycle,
- $190 Million for railroad grade separations pedestrian, and Safe Routes to
« Modified interchange ramps School capital projects
+ Improved shoulders - 78% more invested in Active
« Electronic message boards, Transportation over 2011 RTP
and Il bike lanes
Improving Public Health & Ensuring Social Equity
Building Communities

- 6.5% higher transit accessibility
for communities of concern for
routes with at least 2 buses per hour

- 0.26% decrease inincome
spent on Transportation

+ Improved Sidewalks - Traffic Calming - Increased variety of housing choices

+ Pedestrian Street Lighting  « Landscaping

Housing density increases from 4.4 to 9 units per acre

Transit Oriented Development and Smart Growth
community enhancements:

ES-10 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN/SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES STRATEGY





Aligning Sustainability Goals with a
Transportation Investment Strategy

The Plan aligns the sustainability goals with
transportation investment strategies by focusing on
the following building blocks:

e |dentifies land use patterns that encourage infill
development and compact development.

e Makes provisions for new residential
development growth that makes shifts from
single-family development to more
multi-family development.

e Emphasizes focus on a multimodal strategy of
investments that de-emphasizes highway or
roadway expansion but still delivers a system to
reduce vehicle miles travelled and peak hour
traffic congestion.

e Provides specifically a multimodal transportation
network of bus and rail transit,
freeway/highway/local roadways, bikeways,
walkways, and streetscape projects within
available financial resources.

e Increases transit operational efficiency through
investments in bus and rail transit service that
includes more frequency of transit service for all
income levels as well as expanded
transit service.

Promotes transit-oriented development and,
furthermore, provides for intermodal
connections near or within transit-oriented
development such as park-and-ride lots and
bicycle lanes/paths.

Invests in high-tech applications or projects that
allow motorists to choose travel options and
allow local and state agencies to more quickly
respond to incidents on the roadway.

Underscores the importance of maintenance
through recognition that routine and
preventative maintenance is an integral piece
toward transportation efficiency.

Increases active transportation project
investments to facilitate public health and
active communities.

Encourages new housing and jobs in urbanized
areas to better integrate housing, land use, and
transportation facilities.

Creates and sustains jobs, both directly
and indirectly.

Invests in infrastructure that improves access to
intermodal facilities, airports, the Port of
Stockton, and commercial hubs key to

goods movement.

1-16 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN/SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES STRATEGY
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Active Transportation and Community
Enhancements - Creating Places for People
while Improving Public Health

The 2014 RTP provides $281.1 million of project
investments that support active transportation and
community enhancements. The investments include
standalone pedestrian, bicycle, and Safe Routes to
School projects as well as programs that incentivize
infill development through funding grants for
streetscape enhancements. As shown in Figure 4.13,
funding for these investments comes primarily
through the Measure K local transportation sales tax
program, but also the federal Congestion Mitigation
and Air Quality Improvement Program and the new
Transportation Alternatives Program that replaced
the prior federal Transportation Enhancements
program with the adoption of MAP-21. The total
revenues made available to support active
transportation and complete streets represent a 78.5
percent increase over the 2011 RTP.

Active Transportation

Within the active transportation and community
enhancements investments, 53 percent of the funds
are identified for active transportation infrastructure
projects. These projects include priority (near-term)
and vision (long-term) bicycle, pedestrian, and Safe
Routes to School capital projects as defined in the
2012 SICOG Regional Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Safe
Routes to School Master Plan. The total investment
in active transportation infrastructure provides for
over 800 miles of new Class 1, 2, and 3 bicycle lanes
throughout San Joaquin County. An additional 6
percent of the funds are identified for active
transportation non-infrastructure investments.
These projects include education, encouragement,
and enforcement programs in support of walking
and bicycling as well as planning and transit
integration projects. These investments recognize
that for short trips, walking and bicycling can serve
as alternatives to the automobile and provide
connectivity to transit as both the “first and last
mile” of travel.

Figure 4.13 Active Transportation Funding Sources

19%: Federal TAP —._

\\

10%: CMAQ —_

\\
\
\
\

1%: Federal
Safety Prog ra&\

6%: LTF —

— 64%: Measure K

4-19
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Improve Public Health and Build on Active
Transportation

Now more than ever, the RTP, with its embedded
SCS, concentrates on the ways the future built
environment can be enhanced with focused,
innovative transportation investments. The Plan
strives to enhance public health through improving
public spaces as a way to provide more opportunities
to bike and walk to destinations, for work, play, or
other necessary travel.

Active Transportation Investments

This indicator shines a light on the Plan’s focused
commitment to build upon the recent successes
attributable to the existing commitment of the
bicycle/pedestrian funding pool within the Measure
K renewal program and the increased portion of
revenues assigned to the Active Transportation
category. As a percentage of total funding, the
category increased from 1.5 percent of total
revenues to 2.6 percent, representing a 78 percent
increase over the 2011 RTP. The additional bikeways
added assume full implementation of the bikeway
projects included in 2012 Regional Bike Pedestrian
Safe Routes to School Master Plan

CHAPTER 5: PERFORMANCE OF THE SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES STRATEGY

5-9
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Appendix F

Project List






Table 6-8: 2014 Regional Transportation Plan Project List - Active Transportation and Community Enhancement Projects Category

Facility Name/Route

Project Description

Project Limits

Install decorative sidewalk, lighting,

Between Lodi Avenue and Oak

SJ11-STTE 212-0000-0556 Lodi Sacramento Street Enhancements |and pedestrian amenities Street.
Replace existing asphalt median with
a new raised landscape median,
construct an enhance
pedestrian/bicycle crossing and
resurface/restripe roadway to inlcude
SJ11-STTE 212-0000-0554 Manteca  [Louise Avenue Enhancements Class 2 bicycle lanes Airport Way to Main Street
Install crosswalks, LED in-pavement |Fulton Ave. between W. Shasta Ave.
crosswalk lights, speed feedback and Cindy Dr.; Cindy Dr./ Calhoun
signs, signs and striping; construct [Ave.; W. Shasta Ave. between N.
S07-3200 Ripon Fulton Avenue bulb-outs Ripon Rd. and Fulton Ave
Excavate existing roadway to install |Ninth Street,Tenth Street and
San Joaquin drainage curb, gutter and sidewalks, |Thirteenth Street between B Street
SJ11-CM23 212-0000-0603 County South Stockton Sidewalks Phase Zz |madify facilities to meet ADA and D Street
San Joaquin |Cherokee Road Sidewalks
SJ11-CM25 212-0000-0605 County Improvements Install Curb, gutter, and Sidewalks |Sanguinetti Road to Diverting Canal
Eldorado St. Phase 2 (Street
SJ11-STTE 212-0000-0557 Stockton _|Beautification) Street Beautification Calaveras River to Mariposa Ave.
Install new sidewalk, corner
bulbouts, landscaped medians, and
Weber Avenue Beautification, Phase|street amenities, including street Between Stanislaus Street and the
SJ11-STTE 212-0000-0555 Stockton |2 lights. UPRR.
Installation and Upgrade of Bicycle |Installation and Upgrade of Bicycle |Various locations throughout City of
SJ14-CM12 212-0000-0639 Stockton _|Facilities (Class 2 & 3) Citywide Facilities (Class 2 & 3) Stockton
Specific projects are listed in the
2012 Regional Bicycle, Pedestrian,
Safe Routes to School Master Plan
Miscellaneous regional bicycle, and local agency bike plans subject
pedestrian, and safe routes to school|to updates and competitive project |Various locations throughout San
SJ07-8021 Various facilities and programs selection. Joaquin County
Specific streetscape and community
Miscellaneous regional community |enhancement projects are subject to |Various locations throughout San
SJ14-8001 Various enhancement projects competitive project selection. Joaquin County $96,051,723

TOTAL

$281,820,602
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ELMWOOD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
Pedestrian Accident Location:

. NORTH
Ardelle Avenue 600’ west of Walker Lane ‘
Date: 6/19/2014

Report #: 2014-06218
Severe Injury
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ARDELLE AV from WALKER LN to BIRD AV

San Joaquin County
Traffic Engineering Department

Collision Summary Report 5/24/16

Page 1 of 2

2011-06237 6/27/2011  20:09 Monday CARDINAL AV ARDELLE AV 0' Direction: Not State Daylight Clear Pty at Fault:1
Rear-End Other Motor Vehicle  Unsafe Speed 22350 Hit & Run: No Other Visible Injury #1nj: 1  #Killed: 0

Party 1 Driver South Proceeding Straight Female  Age: 32

Veh Type: Motorcycle Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: None Apparent M/C Helmet Driver - No Cell Phone Not In Use

Party 2 Driver South Stopped In Road Male Age: 22

Veh Type: Passenger Car Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: None Apparent Lap/Shoulder Harness Used  Cell Phone Not In Use

2011-11016 11/2/2011 09:00 Wednesday ARDELLE AV WALKER LN 111" Direction: East Daylight Clear Pty at Fault:1
Hit Object Fixed Object Unsafe Speed 22350 Hit & Run: Misde Property Damage Only #Inj:0  #Killed: O

Partyl Driver East Ran Off Road Male Age: 14

Veh Type: Pickup Truck Sobriety: Impairment Not Kno Assoc Factor: None Apparent Unknown Cell Phone Not In Use

2013-01081 1/11/2013 10:20 Friday CARDINAL AV ARDELLE AV 0' Direction: Not State Daylight Clear Pty at Fault:1
Broadside Other Motor Vehicle  Auto R/W Violation 21800A Hit & Run: No Property Damage Only #1Inj:0  #Killed: 0

Party 1 Driver North Proceeding Straight Female  Age:43

Veh Type: Passenger Car Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: None Apparent Lap/Shoulder Harness Used  Cell Phone Not In Use

Party 2 Driver East Proceeding Straight Female Age:73

Veh Type: Passenger Car Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: None Apparent Lap/Shoulder Harness Used  Cell Phone Not In Use

2014-06218 6/19/2014 20:48 Thursday ARDELLE AV CARDINAL AV 600" Direction: West Dark - Street Light Clear Pty at Fault:1
Vehicle - Pedestrian  Pedestrian Pedestrian Violation 21954A Hit & Run: No Severe Injury #1nj: 1  #Killed: 0

Partyl Pedestrian East Entering Traffic Male Age: 22

Veh Type: Pedestrian Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: None Apparent Cell Phone Not In Use

Party 2 Driver East Proceeding Straight Female Age: 18

Veh Type: Passenger Car Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: None Apparent Lap/Shoulder Harness Used  Cell Phone Not In Use

6572021 7/10/2014 16:35 Thursday ARDELLE AV WALKER LN 84' Direction: East Daylight Clear Pty at Fault:1
Rear-End Other Motor Vehicle  Driving Under Influence 23152A Hit & Run: No Complaint of Pain #1nj: 1  #Killed: 0

Party 1 Driver East Making Right Turn Male Age: 21

Veh Type: Passenger Car

Veh Type: Passenger Car Sobriety: Not Stated

Party 3 Parked Vehicle South Not Stated

Veh Type: Passenger Car Sobriety: Not Stated

Sobriety: HBD Under Influenc Assoc Factor: Not Stated
Party 2 Parked Vehicle South Not Stated

Air Bag Not Deployed Not Stated
Not State Age:

Assoc Factor: Not Stated Not Stated Not Stated

Not State Age:

Assoc Factor: Not Stated Not Stated Not Stated
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g 3 Complete Thank you for using fcle  Unsafe Speed

PDF Complete.
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‘ Sobriety: HNBD

leding Straight
Kno Assoc Factor: Not Stated

leding Straight
Assoc Factor: Not Stated

Veh Type: Passenger Car

90005946 7/10/2015 08:40 Friday ARDELLE AV WALKER LN
Broadside Other Motor Vehicle  Traffic Signals and Signs
Partyl Driver West Proceeding Straight

Veh Type: Passenger Car Sobriety: HNBD

Party 2 Driver North
Veh Type: Passenger Car Sobriety: HNBD

Assoc Factor: Not Stated

Proceeding Straight
Assoc Factor: Not Stated

Segment Length: 0.42 miles (2,235')
Settings for Query:
Street: ARDELLE AV between WALKER LN and BIRD AV

Include Intersection Related: True
Sorted By: Date and Time

Page 2 of 2

200" Direction: West Daylight Clear Pty at Fault:1
22350 Hit & Run: Misde Property Damage Only #Inj:0  #Killed: O
Not State Age:
Not Stated Not Stated

Male Age: 16

Air Bag Not Deployed Not Stated
0' Direction: Not State Daylight Cloudy Pty at Fault:1
22450A Hit & Run: No Property Damage Only #1Inj:0  #Killed: 0

Female  Age: 19

Air Bag Not Deployed Not Stated
Male Age: 21
Air Bag Deployed Not Stated
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Form Date: April, 2016 ATP Cycle 3 Call for Projects - Application Form — Attachment A

Part C: Attachments
Attachment A: Signature Page

IMPORTANT: Applications will not be accepted without all required signatures.

Implementing Agency: Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director, or other officer authorized by the governing board

The undersigned affirms that their agency will ba the “Implementing Agency” for the project if funded with ATP funds and they are
the Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to
commit the agency’s resources and funds. They are also affirming that the statements contained in this application package are
true and complete to the best of thei e. Forinfrastructure projects, the undersigned affirms that they are the manager of
the public right-of-way facilitie, fr-maintenance and operation) or they haye authority over this pesition.

Signature: Date: 6/8' Lé Oan
Name: Lris j?}é_‘_,/é Y, Phone: %.( L 463 3’00

Title: Diﬂﬁf #DFJ Z; I?[ LE L;gb_,;g e-mail: ﬂ]_’)&.’é}l; @ S\ﬁud s

U

<

For projects with a Partnering Agency: Chief Executive Officer or other officer authorized by the governing board

(For use only when appropriate)

The undersigned affirms that their agency is committed to partner with the “Implementing Agency” and agrees to assume the
responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility upon completion by the implementing agency and they
intend to document such agreement per the CTC guidelines. The undersigned also affirms that they are the Chief Executive Officer
or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to commit the agency’s resources and funds. They are also
affirming that the statements contained in this application package are true and complete to the best of their knowledge.

Signature: Date:
Name: Phone:
Title: e-mail:

For projects with encroachments on the State right-of-way: Caltrans District Traffic Operations Office Approval®

(For use only when appropriate)

If the application’s project proposes improvements within a freeway or state highway right-of-way, whether it affects the safety or
operations of the facility or not, it is required that the proposed improvements be reviewed by the district traffic operations office
and either a letter of support/acknowledgement from the traffic operations office be attached or the signature of the traffic
manager be secured in the application. The Caltrans letter and/or signature does not imply approval of the project, but instead is
only an acknowledgement that Caltrans District staff is aware of the proposed project; and upon initial review, the project appears
to be reasonable and acceptable.

Is a letter of support/acknowledgement attached? If yes, no signature is required. If no, the following signature is required.
Signature: ‘ Date:

Name: Phone:

Title: e-mail:

* Contact the District Local Assistance Engineer (DLAE) for the project to get Caltrans Traffic Ops contact information. DLAE contact information can
be found at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/LocalPrograms/dlae.htm











Form Date: April, 2016 Cycle 3 ATP Callfor Projects - Application Form — Attachment B

ATP Engineer’s Checklist for Infrastructure Projects
Required for “Infrastructure” applications ONLY

This application checklist is to be used by the engineer in “responsible charge” of the preparation of this ATP
application to ensure all of the primary elements of the application are included as necessary to meet the CTC’s
requirements for a PSR-Equivalent document (per CTC’s ATP Guidelines and CTC's Adoption of PSR Guidelines -
Resolution G-99-33) and to ensure the application is free of critical errors and omissions; allowing the application to
be accurately ranked in the statewide and regional ATP selection processes.

Special Considerations for Engineers before they Sign and Stamp this document attesting to the accuracy of the
application:

Chapter 7; Article 3; Section 6735 of the Professional Engineer's Act of the State of California requires engineering calculation(s) or
report(s) be either prepared by or under the responsible charge of a licensed civil engineer. Since the corresponding ATP
Infrastructure-application defines the scope of work of a future civil construction project and requires complex engineering principles
and calculations which are based on the best data available at the time of the application, the application must be signed and
stamped by a licensed civil engineer.

By signing and stamping this document, the engineer is attesting to this application's technical information and engineering data
upon which local agency's recommendations, conclusions, and decisions are made. This action is governed by the Professional
Engineer’s Act and the corresponding Code of Professional Conduct, under Sections 6775 and 6735,

The following checklist is to be completed by the engineer in “responsible charge” of defining the project’s Scope,
Cost and Schedule per the expectations of the CTC’s PSR Equivalent. The checklist is expected to be used during the
preparation of the documents, but not initialed and stamped by the engineer until the final application and
application ‘attachments are complete and ready for submission to Caltrans.

W/

1. Vicinity map /Location map Engineer’s Initials: _ *
a. The project limits must be clearly depicted in relationship to the overall agency boundary

2. Project layout-plan/map showing existing and proposed conditions must: Engineer’s Initials: fﬂ/
a. Be to a scale which allows the visual verification of the overall project “construction” limits and limits of each
primary element of the project. Scale must be shown on the plan/map
b. Show the full scope of the proposed project, including any non-participating construction items
c. Show all changes to existing motorized/non-motorized lane and shoulder widths. Label the proposed widths

d. Show agency’s right of way (ROW) lines when permanent or temporary ROW impacts are possible. (As
appropriate, also show Caltrans’, Railroad, and all other government agencies ROW lines)
/
3. Typical cross-section(s) showing existing and proposed conditions. Engineer’s Initials: i‘ v
(Include cross-section for each controlling configuration that varies significantly from the typical)

a. Show and dimension: changes in lane widths, ROW lines, side slopes, etc.

4. Detailed Engineer's Estimate * Engineer’s Initials: [V

a. The Caltrans Project Estimate (Attachment F) must be filled out per the instructions and attached to the
application, in the appropriate location.

b. Each of the main project elernents are broken out into separate construction items. The costs for each item
are based on calculated quantities and appropriate corresponding unit costs

c. All non-participating costs in relation to the ATP funding are clearly identified and accounted for separately
from the eligible costs. The non-participating (or ineligible) costs must be consistent with Caltrans guidelines
as shown in Local Assistance Program Guidelines chapter 22.6

d. All project elements the applicant intends to utilize the CCC, certified community conservation corps, or tribal
corps on need to be clearly identified and accounted for

e. All project development costs to be funded by the ATP need to be accounted for in the total project cost





Form Date: April, 2016 Cycle 3 ATP Call for Projects - Application Form — Attachment B

5. Crash/Safety Data, Collision maps and Countermeasures: Engineer’s Initials: 0’)/

a.

Confirmation that crash data shown is depicted accurately, is shown to scale, and occurred within influence
area of proposed improvements.

6. Project Schedule and Requested programming of ATP funding Engineer’s Initials:

a.

All applicants must anticipate receiving federal ATP funding for the project and therefore the project
schedules and programming included in the application must account for all applicable federal requirements
and timeframes.

“Completed Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application have been reviewed and verified

“Expected Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application account for all reasonable project
timetables, including: Interagency MOUs, Caltrans agreements, CTC allocations, FHWA authorizations,
federal environmental studies and approvals, federal right-of-way acquisitions, federal consultant selections,
project permits, etc.

The fiscal year and funding amounts shown in the PPR must be consistent with Implementing Agency’s
expected project milestone dates and available matching funds.

7. Warrant studies/guidance (Check if not applicable) Engineer’s Initials:
ﬁ s a. For new Traffic Control Signals — an engineering study that includes analysis of Signal Warrants 1- 9

(CA MUTCD) must be submitted. For ATP funding, warrants 4, 5 or 7 should be met but the final
decision to install a signal must be made by the engineer. The engineering study (and any additional
documentation of the engineering judgment supporting the Traffic Control Signal, if needed) must
include the name and license number of the responsible engineer and must be attached to the
application in the “Additional Attachments” section.

8. Additional narration and documentation: Engineer’s Initials: '
a. The text in the “Narrative Questions” in the application is consistent with and supports the engineering logic
and calculations used in the development of the plans/maps and estimate
b. When needed to clarify non-standard ATP project elements (i.e. vehicular roadway widening necessary for
the construction of the primary ATP elements); appropriate documentation is attached to the application to
document the engineering decisions and calculations requiring the inclusion of these non-standard elements.
Licensed Engineer: Engineer's Stamp:
Name (Last, First):| DAVID MENDOZA ]
Title: I ENGINEERING SERVICES MANAGER |
Engineer License Number | 42581 ) |
Signature: )D M‘j Q}/ Wé//
vate: [ C /] ol |
Email: | dmendoza@sjgov.org |
Phone: | (209)468-3014 |
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ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM  -  CYCLE 3

Part C:  Attachments
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Instructions

		ATP  -  Application Instructions for 
Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Cost

		• Applicants are expected to use this template for estimating/documenting the cost of construction items and the overall project costs. (eligible & non-participating)
•The Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs must tie to the information presented in Part 1 - 8 of the ATP Application Form.
• Do NOT input values in gray cells. These cells are formula-driven and will automatically update.

		Project (Engineer's) Information

		• The Licensed Engineer in 'responsible charge' of the overall ATP application must review all information presented in this Estimate form and ensure the values are consistent with the corresponding plans included in the application.   This requirement is considered necessary to ensure the ATP application meets the CTC's PSR-Equivalent requirement - including the use of construction items, quantities and unit prices that meeting industry standards for PSR-Equivalents.   The engineer is also expected to review the breakdown of eligible vs. ineligible (non-participating) costs shown in estimate and confirm they are consistent with the ATP Guidelines.

		Engineer's Estimate & Cost Breakdown

		For each construction item in this table, the following items must be filled: 

				Item:           indicate the name of a construction item used in this project.

				Quantity:   indicate the total quantity of each construction item

				Units:        indicate the units of measurement (i.e. Square Feet or SQFT.) Refer to the Unit Cost Guide tab

				Unit Cost:    indicate the unit cost for one quantity.

				Total Item Cost will be automatically calculated once the above information are provided for each line item (row).

				If more rows are needed to account for more construction items (including Overhead, General, or Landscaping) than the standard form has rows for, applicants can add rows by clicking on the 'Add a  line'  button on the right side of the form.   NOTE: Before clicking the button, first click on the Excel row number above where you want to add the line.

				General Overhead:
Costs for these items have been separated out to reduce confusion relating to eligible vs. ineligible costs calculations.    
The % of eligible vs. ineligible costs are automatically calculated based on the ratio of these costs for all of the other construction items.

				Landscaping:
Costs for these items have been separated out to reduce confusion relating to eligible vs. ineligible costs calculations.  
The eligibility of landscaping costs is dependent on if it is considered functional or non-functional (Decorative).   Functional landscaping is 100% eligible. The eligibility of the non-functional (Decorative) landscaping must be considered as part of the 5% maximum allowable for decorative costs. These decorative costs must include all items necessary to prepare for, install, and maintain the non-functional landscaping; including but not limited to: removal of existing concrete, roadway excavation, imported backfill/top-soil, irrigation, plantings, plant establishment, etc.    

		Cost Breakdown             See Caltrans ATP Guidelines, Chapter 22.5 and 22.6 for more details on eligible and ineligible items.

				ATP Eligible Items/costs:   these are expected to represent all construction items that are ATP eligible.   

				% - 		Insert the percentage of the total item cost that is directly attributed to "ATP Eligible items".

				$ - 		This field will automatically calculate once a percentage is entered in the previous question.

				ATP Ineligible (non-participating) Items/costs:  these are expected to represent all construction costs that are not ATP eligible.  The % and costs are automatically calculated based on the "%" value the applicant entered for the eligible costs. 

				To be constructed by Corps/CCC:  these are expected to include all items & costs that will be constructed by the Corps/CCC.

				% - 		Insert the percentage of the total item cost that is directly attributed to "Corps/CCC to construct".

				$ - 		This field will automatically calculate once a percentage is entered in the previous question.

		Subtotals and Contingencies:

				Subtotal of Construction Items:				This field will automatically calculate the total of all construction items indicated above.

				Construction Item Contingencies: 				Insert percentage of contingencies, which is intended to account for the cost of minor construction items not defined at the time the ATP applications are prepared.

				Total (Construction Items 
& Contingencies) cost:				This field will automatically calculate the total from all information indicated above.

		Project Delivery Costs:            The eligible vs. ineligible split is automatically calculated for all Project Delivery Costs.

				Environmental Studies 
and Permits(PA&ED):				Total cost of Environmental Studies and Permits phase of the project. 

				Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):				Total cost of Plans, Specifications and Estimates phase of the project.    

				Total PE:				This total is automatically calculated. Total of (PA&ED) + (PS&E)     Note: Per the Caltrans Local Assistance Procedures Manual, the total cost for PE should not exceed 25%.  All costs over the 25% must be shown in the application as non-participating.

				Right of Way Engineering				Total cost of Right of Way Engineering, including obtaining the RW Certification.

				Acquisitions and Utilities:				Total cost of  Acquisitions and Utilities.

				Total RW:				This total is automatically calculated. Total of (RW Eng.) + (Acq.&Utilities)

				Construction Engineering (CE):				Total cost of Construction Engineering.    Note: Per the Caltrans Local Assistance Procedures Manual, the total cost for CE should not exceed 15%.   All costs over the 25% must be shown in the application as non-participating.

				Total Project Delivery:				This total is automatically calculated. Total of (CE) + (Con. Item. & Contig.)

		Total Construction Costs:       The eligible vs. ineligible split is automatically calculated for these Costs.

		• This is automatically calculated from all information entered above.  This value is to be used in filling out the application form.  

		Total Project Cost Estimate:          The eligible vs. ineligible split is automatically calculated for the Total Project Costs.

		• This is automatically calculated from all information entered above. 
• This value must represent the total estimated cost of the entire ATP project.
• The application must account for the ineligible (non-participating) costs being funded with local funds.   Because this local funding is considered non-participating, it cannot be considered leveraging or matching funding.  

		Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:

		The following are examples of how Engineer's can present their logic and calculations for splitting the projects costs between eligible and ineligible (non-participating) costs.

		Example #1 - Pavement Rehabilitation:  The roadway paving and base repair needed for the roadway is within the limits of the new bike lanes and motorized lanes.  The area within the physical limits of the new bike lanes is estimated to be 3'x300'=900' and the area outside these limits is estimated to be 10'x300'=3,000'.   The ATP eligible reimbursement for all costs related to the Pavement Rehabilitation is calculated to be 900/(900+3000) = 23%.   This split was used for Asphalt Concrete, Aggregate Base, and Excavation.

		Example #2 - New roadway lighting:  Of the newly lighted roadway width, the motorized lanes and parking lanes account for 40’ and the bike lanes and sidewalks account for 26’. The ATP eligible reimbursement for all costs related to these streetlights is calculated to be 26/(26+40) = 39%.   This split was used for light poles, conduit, trenching, and new service.

		Example #3 - Decorative Items:  5% of the eligible construction item cost is $46,500 (per the calculation box just below the "Subtotal of Construction Items:").   The project includes decorative pavers (Item 10) which are estimated to cost $30,000 and are shown to be 100% ATP eligible.  The project includes decorative landscaping costs of $70,000 - made up of $10,00 plantings, $20,000 irrigation, $10,000 topsoil, and $30,000 for the necessary AC removal and roadway excavation.    For ease, the $10,000 in plantings is shown as 100% eligible; the $10,000 topsoil and $30,000 for the necessary AC removal & roadway excavation are shown as 100% ineligible (non-participating); and the ATP eligible portion of the irrigation costs is calculated to be $46,500-($30,000+$10,000) = 6,500  => 6,500/20,000 = 62.5%.   



















Engineer Est. & Project Cost

		Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs

		Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).



		Project Information:

		Agency:				San Joaquin County																		Date:		5/25/16

		Project Description:						Construct curb, gutter, and sidewalk with curb ramps along Ardelle Avenue from East Side Community Park to Bird Avenue

		Project Location:						Ardelle Avenue from East Side Community Park to Bird Avenue.

		Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate:																		David Mendoza						License #:				42581



		Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:

		Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)																Cost Breakdown



																		ATP Eligible Costs/Items				ATP Ineligible Costs/Items 				Corps/CCC
to construct



		Item No.		Item 				F, D or M		Quantity		Units		Unit Cost		Total
Item Cost		%		$		%		$				%		$

		General Overhead-Related Construction Items

		1		Mobilization						0		LS				$0		100%		$0		0%		$0				0%		$0				For projects estimates with more Items (Overhead, General, or Landscaping) that than the standard form has rows for, applicants can add rows by clicking on the 'Add a  line'  button below.

Before clicking the button, click on the Excel row number you where you want to add the line

		2		Traffic Control						1		LS		$30,000.00		$30,000		100%		$30,000		0%		$0						$0

		3		Stormwater Protection Plan						1		LS		$5,000.00		$5,000		100%		$5,000		0%		$0						$0

		4		Water Pollution Control						1		LS		$7,000.00		$7,000		100%		$7,000		0%		$0						$0

		5		NPDES						1		LS		$50,000.00		$50,000		100%		$50,000		0%		$0						$0

		6														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		General Construction Items (non-decorative only)



		6		Dust Control Work Hours						20		EA		$250.00		$5,000		100%		$5,000		0%		$0						$0

		7		Portable Changeable Message Sign						3		EA		$2,000.00		$6,000		100%		$6,000		0%		$0						$0

		8		Relocate Mailbox						80		EA		$250.00		$20,000		100%		$20,000		0%		$0						$0

		9		Relocate Road Signs						6		EA		$300.00		$1,800		100%		$1,800		0%		$0						$0

		10		Adjust Frame and Cover Mantenance Hole						15		EA		$500.00		$7,500		100%		$7,500		0%		$0						$0

		11		Adjust Frame and Cover Storm Drain Inlet						14		EA		$500.00		$7,000		100%		$7,000		0%		$0						$0

		12		Remove Concrete						1		LS		$20,000.00		$20,000		100%		$20,000		0%		$0						$0

		13		Clearing and Grubbing						1		LS		$20,000.00		$20,000		100%		$20,000		0%		$0						$0

		14		Earthwork Roadway Excavation						2300		CY		$30.00		$69,000		100%		$69,000		0%		$0						$0

		15		Driveways Type D						920		SQYD		$10.00		$9,200		100%		$9,200		0%		$0						$0

		16		Hot Mix Asphalt Type A						4420		TON		$75.00		$331,500		100%		$331,500		0%		$0						$0

		17		Place Hot Mix Asphalt Misc Areas						500		SQYD		$70.00		$35,000		100%		$35,000		0%		$0						$0

		18		Place Storm Drain Inlet Type 1						4		EA		$2,000.00		$8,000		100%		$8,000		0%		$0						$0

		19		Place Frame and Grate Storm Type 1						4		EA		$500.00		$2,000		100%		$2,000		0%		$0						$0

		20		18in Dia Alt Pipe						1000		LF		$100.00		$100,000		100%		$100,000		0%		$0						$0

		21		Maintenance Hole Storm Drain						2		EA		$5,000.00		$10,000		100%		$10,000		0%		$0						$0

		22		Frame and Cover Maintenance Hole						2		EA		$500.00		$1,000		100%		$1,000		0%		$0						$0

		23		Minor Concrete Curb Gutter Sidewalk						6120		LF		$65.00		$397,800		100%		$397,800		0%		$0						$0

		24		Minor Concrete Driveway						115		SQYD		$55.00		$6,325		100%		$6,325		0%		$0						$0

		25		Thermoplastic Pavement Markers						180		SF		$4.00		$720		100%		$720		0%		$0						$0

		26		4" Traffic Stripe						3400		LF		$0.30		$1,020		100%		$1,020		0%		$0						$0

		27		Pavement Markers						90		EA		$4.00		$360		100%		$360		0%		$0						$0

		28														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)

		29		Trees								EA				$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		30		Shrubs/groundcover								SQFT				$0		0%		$0		100%		$0						$0

		31		Irrigation / Water Connection								LS				$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		32														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		33														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		34														$0		0%		$0		100%		$0						$0

		35														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		Subtotal of Construction Items:														$1,151,225				$1,151,225				$0						$0

																				$57,561		<= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 



		Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):												9.96%

Richard Ke: Enter % for Contingencies
		$114,662				$114,662				$0

		Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:														$1,265,887				$1,265,887				$0



		Project Delivery Costs:

		Type of Project Cost												Cost $

		Preliminary Engineering (PE)																		ATP Eligible Costs				Non-participating Costs

		Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):												$   16,000						$16,000				$0

		Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):												$   300,000						$300,000				$0				"PE" costs / "CON" costs

		Total PE:												$   316,000						$316,000				$0				25%		25% Max



		Right of Way (RW)

		Right of Way Engineering:												$   -						$0				$0

		Acquisitions and Utilities:												$   -						$0				$0

		Total RW:												$   -						$0				$0



		Construction Engineering (CE)																										"CE" costs / "CON" costs

		Construction Engineering (CE):												$   190,000						$190,000				$0				15%		15% Max 



		Total Project Delivery:												$506,000						$506,000				$0



		Total Construction Costs:												$1,455,887

																				ATP Eligible Costs				Non-participating Costs

		Total Project Cost:												$1,771,887						$1,771,887				$0



		Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:

		The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.

		Item Number(s):				Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)
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DRAFT ATP Unit Cost Guide

		ATP Construction Item Unit Cost Guide      (For items common to ATP projects)



		Index #		Description 		Typical Units		Notes



		General Overhead and Contingency Related Construction Items

				Mobilization, RE office, Traffic Control, Water Quality, Clearing and Grubbing, temporary items, etc.		LS		Engineering Estimates at the "PSR-Equivalent" phase may or may not include these items.   The extent that these items are included in the estimate should be inversely proportional to the size of the "Construction Contingency" used.

				Mobilization 		LS		Dependent on project size & location

				Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan		LS		$5,00 to $10,000

				Erosion Control		LS		1.50%

				       Hydroseed		SF		Average $1

				       Fiber Rolls		LF		Average $5

				Traffic Control  		LS

				Clearing and Grubbing		LS



		Removal, Excavation, and Import Related Construction Items

				Roadway Excavation		CY		$12 to $35

				Embankment / Fill  / Import Material		CY		Average $25



				Remove Fence, Culvert, Inlet, Curb, etc.		Varies		Engineering Estimates at the "PSR-Equivalent" phase may or may not include these items.   The extent that these items are included in the estimate should be inversely proportional to the size of the "Construction Contingency" used.

				Remove Concrete (Miscellaneous)		CY		Sidewalk, Pavement & Curb/Gutter Average $75

				Sawcut existing AC		LF

				Sawcut and Remove existing AC and AB		SF

				Remove Existing Pavement		SF

				Remove Existing Sidewalk		SF

				Cold Plane AC (2" thickness)		SY		$1.75 to $3.50

				Remove Tree		EA

				Remove Power Pole		EA

				Utility Relocation		LS

		Roadway Paving Items

				Roadway Excavation		CY		$12 to $38

				Class 2 Aggregate Base		CY		$30 to $70

				Hot Mix Asphalt		TON		1 ton covers approx. 12' x 6.5' at 2" final thickness $40 to $125

				Place HMA Dike		LF		average $1.75



				Adjust Frame and Cover to Grade		EA		average $650



				Slurry Seal

				AC Dike



		Sidewalks, Concrete, Plazas, etc

				Concrete curbing		LF		6" x 6" average $3.50

				Curb & Gutter

				 		 

				Concrete Sidewalk 		SF		average $15

				Concrete Driveway

				Minor Concrete (Textured Paving)		SF		average $5

				Prepare and Stain concrete		SF		average $2.75



				Concrete Pavers / Bricks		SF

				Curb Ramp		EA		$3000 to $5,500

				Bollards		EA		$100 to $750



		Crosswalk and Roadway-Crossing Items

				Thermoplastic  Crosswalk		LF

				Bulb-outs (No Drainage)		EA

				Bulb-outs (Include Drainage)		EA

				Bulb-outs (Surface Mounted)		EA





		Striping and Pavement Marking Items

				4" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe		LF		$0.65 to $0.75

				6" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe		LF		average $1.00

				8" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe		LF		average $1.00

				Thermoplastic Pavement Marking/Legend		SF		average $5.5





		Signs, Flashing Beacons, Ped Signals, Signal Upgrades

				Sign- 1 post		EA		$250 to $300

				Sign- 2 post		EA		average $550

				Radar Speed Feedback Sign		EA

				Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon (Ped Actuated)		EA		average $5000











		Lighting

				Pedestrian Lights  (Poles only)		EA

				Pedestrian Lights (including: conduit, boxes, etc.)		EA

				Street Lights   (Poles 